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Breakdown of Ages, 0-5 
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Performance Measure 3  
 

No children were re-interviewed. 
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Performance Measure 6 

 

Referring Agencies
March 23, through December 31, 2005
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Performance Measures 2 & 4 
 

Follow up Survey  
To measure 

Family Support, Child Well-being and Resources Utilized 
March 23 – December 31, 2005 

 
 

In the last reporting period of this contract period there were 80 
interviews of children alleging felony child maltreatment.  Of 
those interviews, 45 children were served between the ages of 0 – 5 
(56%). 
 
Those 45 children are members of 32 families that were followed up 
with after their child’s interview.  20 of those families were 
available (63%) for the follow up survey.  Of the 12 families not 
available: 
 

• 4 had ACCESS/CPS involvement (children removed) 
• 3 did not return phone calls 
• 2 were out of our jurisdiction/out of state 
• 2 moved 
• 1 disconnected 

 
The results from the 20 families were as follows:  (regarding Post-
Survey question #6), since your child’s interview at MDIC, describe 
the effect on their well being…. 
 

• 69% (14) described their child’s well-being as positive 
o “Emotionally supported at the Center and they have 

begun to talk about a lot more in counseling” 
o “Our child was very comfortable and going to MDIC took 

a huge burden off them” 
o “Doing fine at home and school” 

 
• 21% (4) described their child’s well-being as neutral 

o “Our child feels safe but now worry about other victims” 
o “They are glad they told but now wonder why the suspect 

is not in jail” 
 

• 10% (2) had negative outcomes due to the 
disclosure/investigative process at MDIC since their family has 
now had to move because of the allegations and the outcome of 
the investigation has gone nowhere. 



Responding to Post-Survey question #8, utilizing resources since the 
MDIC interview, 11 out of the 20 families had participated in 
some type of resource(s): 
 

• The majority participated or was planning on entering counseling 
for the child and family (6), HOPES (4), PEACE (2), PCOE child 
care resources/referrals, Crisis Resolution Center, ACCESS, 
Family Law Facilitator’s Office. 

• 11 of the 20 families took a First 5 Baby Kit home. 
• Victims of Crime Applications were discussed at every interview. 

 
Responses to Post Survey question #9 regarding how parents felt 
after their child’s interview were as follows: 
 

• Somewhat to very comfortable 65% (13) 
• Somewhat to extremely uncomfortable 25% (5) 
• Neutral or not ready to say (2) 

 
o “It felt very honoring to have so many professionals 

present for our child” 
o “The staff made us feel very comfortable in an 

uncomfortable situation” 
o “I felt better equipped to deal with the situation “ 

 
Responses to Post Survey question #10 regarding how their child/ren 
felt after their interview were as follows: 
 

• Somewhat to Very comfortable 80% (16) 
• Somewhat to extremely uncomfortable 10%  (2) 
• Other (2) due to not wanting to speak on their child’s behalf and 

another did not want to say since her son was the alleged 
perpetrator. 

 
o “My children really connected to the interviewer” 
o “I was so surprised that my daughter talked and she 

came out of the interview smiling” 
 

 



Performance Measure 7 
 

Summary of Participants at Monthly Team Meetings 
 

MDIC Quarterly Training Meeting 
April 14, 2005 
Held at Roseville PD 
10 representatives attended from: 
ACCESS  
Roseville PD  
District Attorney  
MDIC 
County Counsel 
PEACE for Families 
Auburn PD 
PCSO 
Rocklin PD 
CSOC 

MDIC Team Meeting 
May 12, 2005 
Held at Placer MDIC 
13 representatives attended from: 
District Attorney  
Victim Services  
ACCESS 
PCSO 
PEACE for Families 
MDIC 
County Counsel 
 

MDIC Team Meeting 
June 9, 2005 
Held at Placer MDIC 
15 representatives attended from: 
County Counsel 
District Attorney 
Lincoln PD 
MDIC 
PCSO 
PEACE for Families 
Victim Services 
Roseville PD 
Rocklin PD 

MDIC Quarterly Training Meeting 
July 14, 2005 
Held at ACCESS 
15 representatives attended from: 
CAPC 
County Counsel 
District Attorney 
MDIC 
PCSO 
PEACE for Families 
Roseville PD 
Victim Services 
ACCESS 
Lincoln PD 
Auburn PD 

MDIC Team Meeting 
August 11, 2005 
Held at Placer MDIC 
19 representatives attended from: 
ACCESS 
County Counsel 
District Attorney 
Lincoln PD 
MDIC 
PCSO 
PEACE for Families 
Roseville PD 
Victim Services 
CAPC 
CSOC 
Rocklin PD 
Auburn PD 

MDIC Team Meeting 
September 8, 2005 
Held at Placer MDIC 
12 representatives attended from: 
ACCESS 
County Counsel 
CSOC 
District Attorney 
MDIC 
PCSO 
Roseville PD 
PEACE for Families 



MDIC State Summit Meeting 
October 12, 2005 
Held in Sacramento 
17 representatives attended from: 
ACCESS 
County Counsel 
CSOC 
District Attorney 
Lincoln PD 
MDIC 
PEACE for Families 
Roseville PD 
Victim Services 

MDIC Team Meeting 
November 10, 2005 
Held at Placer MDIC 
10 representatives attended from: 
District Attorney 
Roseville PD 
County Counsel 
MDIC 
PCSO 
PEACE for Families 
 

MDIC Team Meeting 
December 15, 2005 
Held at the Ridge Golf Course 
21 representatives attended from: 
SART 
ACCESS 
Lincoln PD 
County Counsel 
Auburn PD 
CSOC 
District Attorney 
MDIC 
PCSO 
PEACE for Families 
Roseville PD 
Victim Services 

 

 



Data that speaks most directly to the outcomes at MDIC: 
 

• As a result of involvement in the MDIC process, children’s 
trauma is reduced and the families report that they feel 
supported. 

 
• MDIC continues to work on sustaining the team, which in turns 

sustains the MDIC program to benefit child victims in Placer 
County. 

 
Placer MDIC Sustainability 

 
• DDA Suzanne Gazzaniga at the San Diego Child Maltreatment 

Conference 
• Several other trainings offered through MDIC both national and 

statewide to include Huntsville, Alabama (Knox, Bjorn, DeGracia, 
Verhagen) and the Statewide MDIC Summit in Sacramento 

• 4th try at Legislation 
• Lincoln Community Foundation Grant 
• Roseville Grant highest ever 
• UAIC 
• PLEA meeting setting ground for support 
• Child and Family Mental Health Advocate 

 
 
Lessons learned 
 

• Children and families are having a positive experience at MDIC 
• Most of our referred cases continue to be child sexual abuse 
• Follow up to be tried through the Child and Family Mental Health 

Advocate 
• Team continues to sustain despite huge personnel changes  
• Change in personnel requires a lot of work and training 
• Began to track in-home versus out of home abuse cases 
• Questionnaire needs to be changed 0-3 or different scale 
• Better to follow up with families sooner 
• To discuss our audit 
• Learning Conversations should be every six months for MDIC 
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